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the reduction of wheat acreage 'until the abnormal eiuTy-over which
continues to depress the market has been disposed of. Ho had been
gratified to learn that His Majesty's Government would be prepared
to co-operate in the regulation of wheat supplies and supplies of other
foodstuffs by the principal exporting countries. Ju each case (Mr.
Chamberlain had said) it was essential that the scheme should have
thfe ^upport of at least a large proportion of the producers concerned
and should contain adequate provisions for safeguarding the interests
of consumers in importing countries. It remained for the British
Dominions, especially Australia and New Zealand, to sound the note
of opposition. Producers in New Zealand, said Mr. "Forbes, were
most reluctant to agree to limitation either of exports or o£ produc-
tion. They looked to the removal of barriers, and to the restoration
of purchasing power, for the absorption of increasing supplies. Amid
so much reference to over-production, very few voices were heard in
support of Monsieur Daladier's proposal that the regulation of supply
should be supplemented by ca great effort in the organisation of
labour and power, and especially by the introduction of an inter-
national framework *of the reduced working week—a working week
reduced, for instance, to forty hours'. The Governments plainly re-
garded such a measure as wholly impracticable, whatever its theoreti-
cal advantages may have been.
It has been necessary to record in some detail the views of the
various delegations upon the principal issues before the Conference,
in order to lay bare the extent of difference among them. This task
is all the more important by reason of the Conference's failure to
achieve the main purposes for which it met, since the fact of failure
raises the problem of apportioning the blame—and this not only for
the contemporary man-in-the-strect, who was called upon to pay
the price of this failure, but also for any student who might attempt
a post-mortem examination. At least the foregoing summary will
have shown that the problem of culpability is far from simple. There
was not onp division of opinion but many. Of course these speeches
represented bargaining positions rather than immutable principles
of national policy, so it is possible that at least theoretical agreement
might have been obtained on all the major problems except currency
stabilization. Had this been done, the protagonists in tho exchange
issue would have found it fax harder to allow their differences to
shipwreck the Conference under the eyes of the world. However, at
this time there was no obvious reason for believing that the exchange
issue would cause insuperable difficulties.
Moreover, before responsibility can be apportioned between the

